and locality. Even Manu varies his scheme
of duties according to variations of the Krita,
Treta, Dwapara and Kali ages. Hindu mind,
however, seems to have evolved its own con-
cept of interstate polity. The nearest approach
to the Hindu conception of foreign policy is
represented by the enunciation of a veritable
doctrine of 'Balance of power.' A king might
represent to the neighbouring circle of states
that a particular ruler was growing too powerful,
that he might destroy them all, and that all
should, therefore, march against him* The
balance of power is thus only a part of the
general calculation which dominates the whole
theory of interstate relationships.
Hindu thinkers seem to have invested en-
voys, messengers, and spies with great import-
atice and made them a regular tool of govern-
mental machinery. The importance attached to
diplomatic agents is to be explained partly by
the preference which writers occasionally display
fac diplomacy in war. Manu says that " a king
tilttgikl try to conquer his foes by conciliation,
by gjBfts and bj creating dissension, used either
m cerajointly, n*ever by fighting.0
also prefers victories through dip*